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designate additional wilderness in the area of
the Black Canyon of the Gunnison. And cur-
rently pending before the Committee are two
wilderness bills I have introduced, dealing with
the James Peak area and with lands within
Rocky Mountain National Park, as well as a
very important bill by our colleague Ms.
DEGETTE that breaks important new ground in
terms of protecting wilderness areas on public
lands in Colorado managed by the Bureau of
Land Management. In my opinion, all these
measures deserve priority consideration in our
Committee and here on the floor of the House.

Meanwhile, Mr. Speaker, I again thank both
the gentleman from American Samoa and my
colleague, Mr. MCINNIS, for their cooperation,
and am glad to join in support of the Spanish
Peaks Wilderness Act.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have
no more requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHERWOOD) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R.898.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

QUINEBAUG AND SHETUCKET RIV-
ERS VALLEY NATIONAL HERIT-
AGE CORRIDOR REAUTHORIZA-
TION ACT OF 1999

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1619) to amend the Quinebaug
and Shetucket Rivers Valley National
Heritage Corridor Act of 1994 to expand
the boundaries of the Corridor, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1619

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley
National Heritage Corridor Reauthorization Act
of 1999’’.

(b) REFERENCE.—Whenever in this Act a sec-
tion or other provision is amended or repealed,
such amendment or repeal shall be considered to
be made to that section or other provision of the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor Act of 1994 (Public Law
103–449; 16 U.S.C. 461 note).
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Section 102 of the Act is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts’’ after ‘‘State
of Connecticut’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (3) through (9) as para-
graphs (2) through (8), respectively; and

(3) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated), by
inserting ‘‘New Haven,’’ after ‘‘Hartford,’’.
SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF QUINEBAUG AND

SHETUCKET RIVERS VALLEY NA-
TIONAL HERITAGE CORRIDOR; PUR-
POSE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 103(a) of the Act
is amended by inserting ‘‘and the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts’’ after ‘‘State of Con-
necticut’’.

(b) PURPOSE.—Section 103(b) of the Act is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this title
to provide assistance to the State of Connecticut
and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, their
units of local and regional government and citi-
zens in the development and implementation of
integrated natural, cultural, historic, scenic,
recreational, land, and other resource manage-
ment programs in order to retain, enhance, and
interpret the significant features of the lands,
water, structures, and history of the Quinebaug
and Shetucket Rivers Valley.’’.
SEC. 4. BOUNDARIES AND ADMINISTRATION.

(a) BOUNDARIES.—Section 104(a) of the Act is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘Union,’’ after ‘‘Thompson,’’;
and

(2) by inserting after ‘‘Woodstock’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘in the State of Connecticut, and the
towns of Brimfield, Charlton, Dudley, E. Brook-
field, Holland, Oxford, Southbridge, Sturbridge,
and Webster in the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, which are contiguous areas in the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley, related
by shared natural, cultural, historic, and scenic
resources’’.

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 104 of the Act is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—(A) The Corridor shall be

managed by the management entity in accord-
ance with the management plan, in consultation
with the Governor and pursuant to a compact
with the Secretary.

‘‘(B) The management entity shall amend its
by-laws to add the Governor of Connecticut (or
the Governor’s designee) and the Governor of
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (or the
Governor’s designee) as a voting members of its
Board of Directors.

‘‘(C) The management entity shall provide the
Governor with an annual report of its activities,
programs, and projects. An annual report pre-
pared for any other purpose shall satisfy the re-
quirements of this paragraph.

‘‘(2) COMPACT.—To carry out the purposes of
this Act, the Secretary shall enter into a com-
pact with the management entity. The compact
shall include information relating to the objec-
tives and management of the Corridor, includ-
ing, but not limited to, each of the following:

‘‘(A) A delineation of the boundaries of the
Corridor.

‘‘(B) A discussion of goals and objectives of
the Corridor, including an explanation of the
proposed approaches to accomplishing the goals
set forth in the management plan.

‘‘(C) A description of the role of the State of
Connecticut and the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts.

‘‘(3) AUTHORITIES OF MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—
For the purpose of achieving the goals set forth
in the management plan, the management entity
may use Federal funds provided under this
Act—

‘‘(A) to make grants to the State of Con-
necticut and the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts, their political subdivisions, nonprofit or-
ganizations, and other persons;

‘‘(B) to enter into cooperative agreements with
or provide technical assistance to the State of
Connecticut and the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, their political subdivisions, nonprofit
organizations, and other persons;

‘‘(C) to hire and compensate staff; and
‘‘(D) to contract for goods and services.
‘‘(4) PROHIBITION ON ACQUISITION OF REAL

PROPERTY.—The management entity may not
use Federal funds received under this Act to ac-
quire real property or any interest in real prop-
erty.’’.
SEC. 5. STATES CORRIDOR PLAN.

Section 105 of the Act is amended—
(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b);
(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-

section (a);
(3) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated)—
(A) by striking the first sentence and all that

follows through ‘‘Governor,’’ and inserting the

following: ‘‘The management entity shall imple-
ment the management plan. Upon request of the
management entity,’’; and

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘identified
pursuant to the inventory required by section
5(a)(1)’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(b) GRANTS AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—For

the purposes of implementing the management
plan, the management entity may make grants
or provide technical assistance to the State of
Connecticut and the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, their political subdivisions, nonprofit
organizations, and other persons to further the
goals set forth in the management plan.’’.
SEC. 6. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.

Section 106 of the Act is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Governor’’ each place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘management entity’’;
(B) by striking ‘‘preparation and’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘Such

assistance shall include providing funds author-
ized under section 109 and technical assistance
necessary to carry out this Act.’’; and

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(b) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary may not make any grants or provide any
assistance under this Act after September 30,
2009.’’.
SEC. 7. DUTIES OF OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.

Section 107 of the Act is amended by striking
‘‘Governor’’ and inserting ‘‘management enti-
ty’’.
SEC. 8. DEFINITIONS.

Section 108 of the Act is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting before the

period the following: ‘‘and the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts’’.

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘and the Governor of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts’’;

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘each of’’
and all that follows and inserting the following:
‘‘the Northeastern Connecticut Council of Gov-
ernments, the Windham Regional Council of
Governments, and the Southeastern Connecticut
Council of Governments in Connecticut, (or
their successors), and the Pioneer Valley Re-
gional Planning Commission and the Southern
Worcester County Regional Planning Commis-
sion (or their successors) in Massachusetts.’’;
and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(6) The term ‘management plan’ means the

document approved by the Governor of the State
of Connecticut on February 16, 1999, and adopt-
ed by the management entity, entitled ‘Vision to
Reality: A Management Plan’, the management
plan for the Corridor, as it may be amended or
replaced from time to time.

‘‘(7) The term ‘management entity’ means
Quinebaug-Shetucket Heritage Corridor, Inc., a
not-for-profit corporation (or its successor) in-
corporated in the State of Connecticut.’’.
SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 109 of the Act is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘SEC. 109. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
appropriated under this title not more than
$1,000,000 for any fiscal year. Not more than a
total of $10,000,000 may be appropriated for the
Corridor under this title after the date of the en-
actment of the Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers
Valley National Heritage Corridor Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 1999.

‘‘(b) 50 PERCENT MATCH.—Federal funding
provided under this title may not exceed 50 per-
cent of the total cost of any assistance or grant
provided or authorized under this title.’’.
SEC. 10. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) LONG TITLE.—The long title of the Act is
amended to read as follows: ‘‘An Act to estab-
lish the Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley
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National Heritage Corridor in the State of Con-
necticut and the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts, and for other purposes.’’.

(b) HEADING.—The heading for section 110 of
the Act is amended by striking ‘‘service’’ and
inserting ‘‘system’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD) and the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD).

(Mr. SHERWOOD asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1619 amends the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Na-
tional Heritage Corridor Act of 1994 by
expanding the boundaries of the Cor-
ridor.

Specifically, this bill authorizes the
expansion of the Corridor into the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. The
Corridor currently is wholly contained
within the State of Connecticut. These
river valleys contain significant nat-
ural and historical resources, including
scenic vistas, archaeological sites, and
recreational opportunity.

As a college student, I canoed down
through this river. It is a beautiful
river valley.

b 1530

The bill, as amended, assures that
both the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts and the State of Connecticut re-
main involved in the management of
the corridor. Furthermore, the legisla-
tion provides for a sunset of the fund-
ing and assistance from the Federal
Government which may not exceed 50
percent of the total cost of that assist-
ance or grant.

This bill has local and State support
and is also supported by the adminis-
tration. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1619, as amended.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I do want to commend first the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDEN-
SON) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. NEAL) for their sponsor-
ship of this legislation. I also want to
commend the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ),
the chairman and ranking member of
the Subcommittee on National Parks
and Public Lands, for their sponsorship
and support of this legislation; and
definitely both the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER),
the chairman and the ranking member
of the full committee, for their sup-
port.

Mr. Speaker, the Quinebaug and
Shetucket Rivers Valley National Her-
itage Corridor is an 850-square-mile
area, including more than 25 towns,
along the Quinebaug and Shetucket
Rivers in Northeastern Connecticut.
The area includes lush woodlands,
clean rivers and streams, as well as
many historically and culturally sig-
nificant sites. This corridor has been
referred to as the ‘‘last green valley’’
in the area between Boston and Wash-
ington.

The 103rd Congress designated the
area as a National Heritage Corridor.
None of the land within the corridor is
federally owned but the designation
has allowed the National Park Service
to provide important technical assist-
ance, coordination and funding to what
began, and has continued to be, a
grassroots effort to preserve this area
and to educate people about its impor-
tance.

Mr. Speaker, a management plan for
the corridor, approved by the Governor
of Connecticut, was adopted earlier
this year and a private, nonprofit orga-
nization has been designated to imple-
ment the plan.

The bill, H.R. 1619, sponsored, as I
said earlier, by the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. GEJDENSON) and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
NEAL) would reauthorize the corridor
and extend its reach in the process.
This legislation would add several
counties in Massachusetts to the cor-
ridor and amend the original enabling
legislation to reflect adoption of the
management plan. Importantly, this
measure was amended by the Com-
mittee on Resources to increase over-
sight of the corridor’s management en-
tity.

Mr. Speaker, creation of this herit-
age corridor has led to important edu-
cational and preservation efforts. It
has worked so well, in fact, that an-
other State now wants to be included.
This bill, H.R. 1619, would allow more
people to experience and benefit from
the beauty and history of this area.
Again, I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, as the
sponsor of H.R. 1619 along with Congress-
man NEAL, I rise in strong support of this
measure. I would like to begin by thanking
Chairmen YOUNG and HANSEN and Ranking
Members MILLER and ROMERO-BARCELÓ and
their staffs for their support in moving this leg-
islation through the Committee process. I truly
appreciate their efforts.

The bill before us today represents a con-
sensus reached between residents of Con-
necticut and Massachusetts to expand the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor. The new communities
in Massachusetts and Connecticut are linked
to the existing 25 towns in the Corridor by ge-
ography, history, culture and, most impor-
tantly, the rivers they share.

The bill before us today has been slightly
modified from the measure Congressman Neal
an I introduced in late April. I am pleased to
report that the amended version has the sup-
port of the National Park Service, the States of

Connecticut and Massachusetts, the manage-
ment authority and citizens in both states.

The bill expands the boundary of the Cor-
ridor to include Union, Connecticut and the
towns of Brimfield, Charlton, Dudley, E. Brook-
field, Holland, Oxford, Southbridge, Sturbridge,
and Webster, Massachusetts. It designates a
local, nonprofit entity—Quinebaug-Shetucket
Heritage Corridor, Inc.—as the management
entity. It provides a continuing role for the
Governors of Connecticut and Massachusetts
in Corridor management. Finally, the measure
increases federal support for the Corridor.

I believe the increase in funding is reason-
able. It would provide the necessary funds to
expand programs into the new communities in
Massachusetts and Connecticut. It would also
bring the Quinebaug and Shetucket in line
with other Corridors created since 1996. The
National Park Service has also supported the
increase in testimony before the subcommittee
on Parks and Public Lands.

I want to note that this bill does not change
the non-regulatory nature of the Corridor. Land
use and zoning regulations will remain com-
pletely under the control of local governments.
Moreover, the management entity does not
have the authority to purchase land with fed-
eral funds. Land will remain in private hands
and local residents will continue to chart the
region’s direction. The Corridor has always
been, and continues to be, a mechanism for
organizing many efforts to achieve common
goals.

The Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Na-
tional Heritage Corridor is a nationally signifi-
cant resource which deserves continued fed-
eral support. The Corridor has proven to be
successful over the last four years in pre-
serving cultural, natural and historic resources
and in promoting to better understanding of
the importance of this region to our country.
Passing this legislation today will allow citizens
in Connecticut and Massachusetts to build on
this record of success.

I urge my colleagues would join me in vot-
ing in support of H.R. 1619.

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of an extremely worth-
while piece of legislation, the Quinebaug and
Shetucket Rivers Valley National Heritage
Corridor Reauthorization Act of 1999, House
Resolution 1619. H.R. 1619 expands the
boundaries of this National Heritage Corridor
by ten towns, nine of which are in my home
state of Massachusetts. I’d also like to take
this opportunity to thank Mr. GEJDENSON for
his tireless efforts on behalf of this bill.

The Quinebaug and Shetucket region’s his-
tory and significance begins with the Native
Americans, as it was largely a frontier zone
between tribes. European settlement began in
the late 1650s, and the area soon became a
center of fiscal, religious, and political radi-
calism. The Industrial Revolution began on a
small scale here, with water powered textile
structures on lesser streams and as a spillover
from the adjoining Blackstone Valley. How-
ever, the latter half of the nineteenth century
saw the construction of the great mills that
characterize the valley. Staffed by immigrants
from Europe and Canada, these factories
were the region’s prime economic engine.

However, the twentieth century brought
steady declines of the textile industry, leaving
many formerly busy mills empty or only mar-
ginally used. Thus, the region entered a long
period of economic recession and the need to
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develop a more diversified economy, a condi-
tion that brings us to the present day.

The region into which we wish to expand
this Heritage Corridor is clearly both culturally
and environmentally part of ‘‘the Last Green
Valley.’’ The expansion area shares a history,
a desire to protect resources and a view to
economic revitalization. The mill towns and
farmland offer residents and visitors a special
view into the American experience and allow
them to explore New England’s agrarian and
industrial past.

Environmental protection is one of the most
important tasks facing the American people as
we go forth into the new millennium. As such,
the goal of this legislation is to develop and
implement natural, cultural, historic, scenic,
recreational, land and other resource manage-
ment programs. The purpose is to retain and
enhance the significant features of lands,
water, structures, and history of the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley. The
National Heritage Corridor designation allows
local governments and grassroots organiza-
tions to carry out their visions for a healthier,
more sustainable society. As always, the deli-
cate balance between environmental protec-
tion and economic growth is at the heart of the
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor.

Since the authorization of the Quinebaug
and Shetucket Rivers Valley National Heritage
Corridor in 1994, the State of Connecticut, via
the Quinebaug-Shetucket Heritage Corridor,
Inc., has worked efficiently under a con-
strained budget by combining the financial re-
sources of the public and private sectors. As
a result, the economic aspect of the Corridor
has been as successful as the environmental
protection programs. The Corridor Commis-
sion has been able to match federal funds at
a ratio of 12:1. The Commission and its part-
ners have revitalized Industrial Revolution era
mills, enhanced greenways and waterways,
and have increased preservation of open
space and wildlife habitats, resulting in an in-
crease in tourism. The proximity of the Cor-
ridor to the major metropolitan areas of
Springfield, Worcester, Boston, Hartford, Prov-
idence, and New York City serves as further
evidence that this expansion is an economi-
cally viable venture.

In order to ensure that the projects selected
reflect the needs and desires of the states, the
Corridor Commission Board of Directors will
include voting members from the offices of the
Governors of Massachusetts and Connecticut.
The Commission will also be linked to, and
under the guidance of, the Secretary of the In-
terior via a compact.

Mr. Speaker, the most important people in-
volved in the environmental and historical
preservation process are the locals. These are
the people involved in the actual work that our
legislation authorizes. I would like my col-
leagues to understand that the local govern-
ments and local business along the Corridor
are in overwhelming support of this legislation.
I have received numerous calls from business-
men and women looking for ways to get in-
volved and the Boards of Selectmen of the af-
fected towns have been pressing the issue in
their town halls. The people have spoken out
and they are in favor of the Corridor Expan-
sion.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to note that we
in Massachusetts are not stepping on the toes
of our Connecticut neighbors. The members of

the Massachusetts State Heritage Corridor
Commission have been working with their suc-
cessful counterparts from Connecticut for a
long time now. The two groups have come to
an understanding and are looking forward to
working together. In order for the Corridor Ex-
pansion to be a success, the experience of
those on the Connecticut side must be uti-
lized.

Mr. Speaker, once again I would like to
thank Mr. GEJDENSON for all of his work, and
I would like to thank the members of the Cor-
ridor Commission who have been the driving
force behind this legislation.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I have no requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1619, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the six bills
just considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
IMPORTANCE OF FAMILY
FRIENDLY TELEVISION PRO-
GRAMMING

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 184) ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regard-
ing the importance of ‘‘family friend-
ly’’ programming on television.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 184

Whereas American children and adoles-
cents spend between 22 and 28 hours per week
viewing television;

Whereas American homes have an average
of 2.75 television sets, and 87 percent of
homes with children have more than one tel-
evision set;

Whereas there is a need to increase the
availability programs suitable for the entire
family during prime time viewing hours;

Whereas surveys of television content dem-
onstrate that many programs contain sub-
stantial sexual or violent content;

Whereas although parents are ultimately
responsible for appropriately supervising
their children’s television viewing, it is also
important to provide positive, ‘‘family
friendly’’ programming that is suitable for
parents and children to watch together;

Whereas efforts should be made by tele-
vision networks, studios, and the production
community to produce more quality family

friendly programs and to air them during
times when parents and children are likely
to be viewing together;

Whereas members of the Family Friendly
Programming Forum are concerned about
the availability of family friendly television
programs during prime time viewing hours;
and

Whereas Congress encourages activities by
the Forum and other entities designed to
promote family friendly programming,
including—

(1) participating in meetings with leader-
ship of major television networks, studios,
and production companies to express con-
cerns;

(2) expressing the importance of family
friendly programming at industry con-
ferences, meetings, and forums;

(3) honoring outstanding family friendly
television programs with a new tribute, the
Family Program Awards, to be held annually
in Los Angeles, California;

(4) establishing a development fund to fi-
nance family friendly scripts; and

(5) underwriting scholarships at tele-
vision studies departments at institutions of
higher education to encourage student inter-
est in family friendly programming: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes and honors the efforts of the
Family Friendly Programming Forum and
other entities supporting family friendly
programming;

(2) supports efforts to encourage television
networks, studios, and the production com-
munity to produce more quality family
friendly programs;

(3) supports the proposed Family Friendly
Programming Awards, development fund,
and scholarships, all of which are designed to
encourage, recognize, and celebrate creative
excellence in, and commitment to, family
friendly programming; and

(4) encourages the media and American ad-
vertisers to further a family friendly tele-
vision environment within which appropriate
advertisements can accompany the program-
ming.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. UPTON) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on this
legislation and insert extraneous mate-
rial in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us

today is also a statement on behalf of
the Members of this body that we ex-
pect better television programming
than perhaps what is being offered
today to our children and our families
to survive the ratings battle. The
broadcast networks do spend a consid-
erable amount of time trying to de-
velop sound, family-friendly program-
ming that consumers will watch. Un-
fortunately, all too often this type of
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